36. Weggen S, Bayer TA, von Deimling A, Reifenberger G, von Schweinitz D, Wiestler OD, et al. Nobody could doubt Boyle's commitment to quantitation. The thrust of Alchemy Tried in Fire seems to be that Starkey and van Helmont also had a good feel for measurement and that the influences of the pair on Boyle have been underrated. Unfortunately, one cannot forget van Helmont's famous willow experiment in which he claimed that the only thing a growing tree got from the soil was water, and the world had to wait for the English botanist and chemist Stephen Hales (1671-1761) to get it right.
Perhaps a short quote (page 316) will best represent the authors. 'In the present book we have re-joined some of the dissevered parts of the broad chymical [sic] tradition and argued for early modern chemistry's vitality and independence as a discipline. Our contention that rational laboratory practice and methodology provide a locus of continuity between 'alchemy' and 'chemistry' rather than acting as a new, defining characteristic of the latter may surprise some readers.' The authors repeatedly use 'chemical' and 'chymical' as if defining their subjects but never explain their choice; the index does not help. They have a penchant for quoting 'olde' English and letting the reader labor through it under the pretense that modernization would lose the content. Newman and Principe seem to be writing for each other and show no great interest in expanding their subject for a general audience.
